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This outspoken article is the work of one of the leading Lutheran clergymen in 
America. It is profoundly significant in that it approaches the subject from the point 
of view of those who are day by day dealing with the actual moral conditions of life. 
Marriage and divorce are something more than a statistical problem. They concern 
human souls. We are under obligations to Dr. Delk for making this plain. 



All institutions and laws find their 
justification for being in social welfare 
and the good of the individuals com- 
posing society. If the state is not 
essential for social welfare, then anarch- 
ism is a justifiable political theory. If 
the church does not enrich the moral and 
spiritual life of the people, then anti- 
ecclesiasticism becomes a virtue. If 
family life does not make for the happi- 
ness, stability, and culture of social life, 
then sexual promiscuity is justifiable. 
The state is not an end in itself, but 
exists for the protection of individual 
rights and the promotion of human 
welfare. The church is not an end in 
itself, but stands for spiritual culture, 
the propagation of religion, and social 
service. The family is not an end in 
itself, but exists for the ordered and 
lawful expression of love and the 
perpetuity of the race. Normal life 
begins, continues, and ends in the family. 
Monogamy is justified of her children. 
When any modification or serious change 
in family organization or life is proposed, 
we must insist upon its sure benefit to 
the social welfare. No immediate pleas- 
ure or profit to one or two individuals 
can count against the welfare and con- 
sequences to society at large. The main 
movement of modern history is the 



socialization of all life — industrial, polit- 
ical, commercial, and domestic. The 
first question then that we must ask 
concerning any social movement is, 
Will it, in the long run, result in the 
physical, moral, and affectional well- 
being of society as a whole? 

The family is still the social unit. 
An attack on family life is a blow at 
social stability and health. There has 
been since the Protestant Reformation 
a marked growth in individualism. Up 
to a certain point, it has been a benefi- 
cent liberty. The individual does not 
exist for society, but society for the indi- 
vidual. Christianity, itself, has taught 
us the worth of the individual, and the 
Reformation set free the enslaved in- 
tellect and religious life of half Europe. 
Under the aegis of individualism the 
world has forged farther ahead in 
science, government, civil liberty, and 
industrial freedom than in the preced- 
ing thousand years of feudalism and 
ecclesiastical control. Modern indus- 
trialism has also accelerated the move- 
ment. No longer does the patriarchal 
type of family control play the part 
it did. The self-supporting sons and 
daughters of our land fare forth into 
professions, factories, and trade. The 
public-school system and the modern 
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newspaper have stimulated personal 
independence of thought and action. 
The right to be and to act as a distinct, 
self-directed individual is now the right 
of every person of age born into the 
modern world of America. But this 
valued individualism has bred a militant 
fight for liberty and rights without a 
corresponding sense of personal obli- 
gation and civic duty. The battle for 
personal privilege can only find its true 
peace and equilibrium in the socializing 
of desires and the consideration of the 
public good. The cry for personal 
emancipation and satisfaction is cruelly 
selfish unless controlled by an altruism 
which subjugates selfishness to a con- 
siderate love and social order. 

It is only in the face of these obvious 
general principles of social welfare that 
we can sanely and truly discuss the 
modern movement of divorce. That 
there has been a startling increase in 
the number and percentage of divorces 
in the United States is a twice-told tale. 
By some it has been declared a healthy 
movement. I concede that there are 
facts in married and family life worse 
than divorce. Divorce is partly a social 
symptom. It points backward to mari- 
tal infidelities, cruelties, and moral revul- 
sions which are more repulsive and 
destructive of personal and social wel- 
fare than legal separations. But when 
the divorce movement attains to its 
modern proportions, as in the United 
States, we believe that personal, family, 
and social life is threatened and debased 
beyond palliation. In the year 1900 
there were seventy-three divorces to 
every one hundred thousand of our 
population. Switzerland, which has the 
highest divorce rate of any European 



country, had thirty- two divorces to 
every one hundred thousand of popula- 
tion, which is about three-sevenths of 
the number reported for the United 
States. The highest rate of any country 
in the world obtains in Japan, and the 
next highest is found in the United 
States of America. One out of every 
twelve, possibly every eleven, marriages 
in this country now ends in divorce. 
When one stops to recall that the normal, 
the Christian marriage contemplates a 
union for life, surely we have reached a 
stage of acute marital unrest that 
provokes the question, "Is marriage a 
failure?" 

Seven main legal causes, which prac- 
tically throw wide the door to the 
widest license of judicial interpreta- 
tion, now stimulate the demand for 
divorce. Adultery, cruelty, desertion, 
drunkenness, neglect to provide, com- 
binations of preceding causes, convic- 
tion of felony, impotency, insanity, 
incompatibility of temper, and other 
causes are legal grounds in many states 
for annulling a physical, legal, social, 
and domestic relation, the most intimate 
and sacred known to mankind. 

It is not my purpose in this paper to 
discuss the validity or wisdom of the 
laws — legal or ecclesiastical — relating to 
divorce. The value of such a discus- 
sion would be slight, for men will 
eternally differ, on both legal and reli- 
gious grounds, as to the number of 
reasons for divorce. I have, I hope, a 
more fruitful purpose in mind. I be- 
lieve we shall accomplish far more in 
the present situation if I can point out 
the real deep-seated causes which lie 
back of the legal reasons urged in ordi- 
nary procedures of our courts in this 
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increasing destruction of the marriage 
relation, and then indicate, if possible, 
certain factors and truths that will tend 
to check and correct our pitiful marital 
unrest and disruption of family life. 

The most obvious and potent cause 
of divorce is indiscreet and hasty 
marriage. The old saw, "Marry in 
haste and repent at leisure," is a race 
experience packed into an aphorism. 
Marriage bases itself on sexual desire, 
but its heart and ideal is comradeship. 
A gusty and passionate courtship may 
furnish material for a romantic novel, 
but it is a poor foundation for the happy 
and abiding union of two lives. Now a 
genuine comradeship is not a status that 
can be discovered and established in a 
week or fortnight. It is not merely a 
matter of mutual admiration and taste, 
but roots itself in family, racial, and 
religious traditions plus personal tem- 
peraments. The assurance of comrade- 
ship requires the test of time and a large 
knowledge of individuality. A surren- 
der to mere physical attraction, fine 
clothes, and delightful conversational 
powers is not the stuff of which enduring 
conjugal love is made. Thousands of 
marriages are ventured on nothing more 
than emotional impulse and blind faith. 
A young man and a young woman, total 
strangers to each other, meet at a sum- 
mer resort, or a moving-picture show, 
and on the basis of good looks, perf ervid 
promises of endless love and dreams of a 
prosperous future, they rush off, after a 
few months of acquaintance, to some 
magistrate or clergyman and gaily enter 
a relation the most intimate and solemn 
that two humans can create. After the 
first few weeks of married life they be- 
gin to discover that something more is 



needed than comeliness and theater 
tickets to keep the home bright, tidy, 
and warm. They find that their im- 
pulses and duties do not always coincide 
and synchronize; that they have ven- 
tured on a copartnership without a 
knowledge of the abilities or whims of 
the adored fianc6 or lover; that, in a 
word, when life has settled down to a 
steady gait, the domestic responsibility 
becomes a tame trot and the golden 
glamor has paled to a serious demand 
for sacrifice and courageous cheer. Now 
average humanity, in order to exercise 
these fine moral qualities, must be truly 
mated in body, mind, and ideals of living 
in order to make real a true marriage. 
It is no wonder then that hasty marriages 
generally end disastrously. The young 
suitor should know that the prospec- 
tive wife is a pure woman, possesses the 
ability to cook, sew, conduct a home, and 
sympathize in his life-work, and the 
prospective bride has a right to know 
the financial income, the social habits, 
the physical fitness, and the moral ideals 
of her future husband. Long engage- 
ments to marry may not be desirable, 
but they are infinitely better than a 
hurried courtship and the ghastly disil- 
lusionment that too often follows upon 
an indiscreet and hasty marriage. If 
young men and women pledged to marry 
would wait a few months or a year and 
get a sort of mental and emotional 
second breath before they make the 
final and irretrievable leap into matri- 
mony, two-thirds of the divorce suits 
would be eliminated from our courts. 
The second underlying cause for 
divorce which court records reveal is an 
economic one, i.e., non-support. The 
average wage of an American working- 
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man is less than a thousand dollars a 
year — indeed it is about six hundred 
and fifty dollars a year. It requires no 
mathematician or sociologist to see 
quickly that marriage on such a financial 
basis is a precarious affair. There is 
little "race suicide" among the families 
of the poor. A thrifty couple, willing 
to shut their eyes and ears to the allur- 
ing department-store windows, amuse- 
ment halls, and garden dainties that fill 
our winter markets, can live on the 
eight hundred or thousand dollar wage 
or salary. But the average American 
school and factory girl, untrained in 
self-denial and household efficiency, is 
thrown into a panic of distress after 
marriage because of her inability to 
make her slender resources meet the 
demands of her growing household. 
Unless she can supplement her husband's 
income by some remunerative labor she 
quickly discovers she must relinquish 
certain luxuries, perhaps comforts, to 
which, as an unmarried girl, she had 
been accustomed. The ideals she had 
hoped to realize are taken down and 
buried one by one. The attempt to be 
hopeful and bright staggers and weakens. 
If sickness or non-employment over- 
takes the husband she is at her wits' end 
as to how to meet the doctor's bill and 
the grocer's statement. The poor little 
woman grows restive, perhaps a bit 
irritable, under the physical strain. A 
sigh, a half complaint, a dogged battle 
for contentment become part of her life 
experience. If her husband lacks in 
consideration and courage, if he should 
grow moody and reckless, if he takes to 
drink or grows tired of her fading come- 
liness, the way is soon opened for de- 
sertion and non-support. This is the 



common history which precedes in 
thousands of instances the long list of 
suits in divorce courts. Just what pro- 
portion of blame in such cases rests on 
our economic system and the lack of a 
just wage, and how far the weakness 
and cowardice of the man and wife 
are responsible for the pitiful breach 
between them is beyond our judgment. 
It is enough to know that desertion on 
the part of thousands of husbands is 
not due entirely to the infidelity or 
vixenish temper of incompetent wives, 
or the lust and laziness of the men them- 
selves, but that we have an economic 
as well as a moral problem to face and 
solve if increasing divorce is to be pre- 
vented. A learned judge of Phila- 
delphia, before whom a thousand such 
cases have been presented, has said 
that "rum and women" lie at the basis 
of all divorce. My learned friend must 
enlarge his series of causes in the disso- 
lution of the marriage tie, for the hour 
has arrived when "a living wage" is the 
demand, not only of the men imme- 
diately interested, but of the best public 
opinion. To deny marriage by reason of 
small wages to men and women is to 
invite licentiousness and social chaos. 
We are dealing now with the funda- 
mental sexual instinct, the implanted 
instinct of God, for the perpetuity of 
the race and man's best discipline; and 
to preach celibacy to average men and 
women, from a purely economic point 
of view, is a counsel of perfection and 
moral absurdity. 

At the other extremity of the social 
scale we find a group of wealthy persons 
living in luxurious idleness. By reason 
of inherited wealth they escape from 
the ordinary work of life and spend time 
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— not their time but God's time — in a 
useless round of amusement and loiter- 
ing at Palm Beach or the winter resorts 
of Europe. While in their native cities 
some club, or hotel palmroom, is made 
the headquarters. Their time is spent 
at bridge whist, or dallying after an 
opera in some smart cafe where cocktails 
and cigarettes form the chief diversion. 
Time hangs heavily; time must be 
killed somehow, and time takes its 
revenge and hands over these useless, 
luxurious, sporting creatures to the devil, 
to ennui, and the daring flirtations of 
secret motor trips and wayside inns. 
Old wives grow tame and are discarded 
for new beauties of the stage or street. 
The passion for admiration, jewels, 
physical comfort, emotional thrills, the 
satisfaction of some new conquest not 
of the heart but of the body, make the 
ordinary domestic and social pleasures 
of life plebeian and flat. Erotic novels, 
risque repartee, indecent bodices, and 
flaming indiscretions all lead up to the 
decay of love and of regard for early 
marriage vows, and the man and the 
corespondent are ready for any infamy 
and the divorce court. Nature will 
have her revenge. The law of labor 
and social service rests upon all men, 
rich and poor. To repudiate these 
fundamental conditions of health, social 
stability, and character is to prepare 
a pathway to a hell of selfishness and 
corruption. The idle rich are a curse 
to themselves and society. We have 
noble and useful rich men and women 
in America. We have and we need a 
class exempt from the ordinary toil and 
moil of industry and commerce who shall 
be leaders and patrons in art, music, 
science, exploration, philanthropy, and 



religion. This group is not the object 
of our indictment. It is that silly, ig- 
norant, presumptuous, animalized, par- 
asitic group of idle men and women 
who batten on the moral weaknesses of 
one another, and who yet claim the 
position of social leaders; who are both 
victimized and the seducers of girlhood 
and manhood; these are the derelicts, 
the real flotsam and jetsam of society, 
that should be whipped into some worthy 
service or branded as incorrigible, moral 
idiots. For such creatures true mar- 
riage is impossible. They are fore- 
doomed to divorce and destruction. 

The next cause I desire to present 
as creating that atmosphere in which 
divorce becomes progressively easy is 
the feminist movement. With much 
in the modern movement for the eman- 
cipation of women I am in heartiest 
agreement. Looking back fifty years 
to the status of women in Europe, and 
even in the United States, one sees 
restrictions and unnatural limitations 
under which they lived, which now are 
seen to be unnecessary and unjust. 
Educational, social, political, profes- 
sional privileges, which we now consider 
the inherent right of every individual, 
irrespective of condition or sex, were 
then denied to women. We understand 
now the defiant note of Ibsen in A Doll's 
House, voicing for the Scandinavian 
peoples woman's plea for individuality 
in the marital relation. Julia Ward 
Howe, Olive Schreiner, Charlotte Per- 
kins Gilman, and a score of other women 
have made clear woman's right and 
capacity for self-direction and equal 
legal privilege. But the movement has 
gone far beyond the boundary of legiti- 
mate claims for self-expression and 
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public privilege. It has taken on, in 
some quarters, a rank license and riot 
of expression, in both literature and life, 
which threatens the moral and legal 
status of whole nations. In the realm 
of literature claiming to be scientific 
and philosophical we have such writers 
as Freud and Ellen Key, who are claim- 
ing that all motherhood is sacred within 
or without the marriage bond. Ellen 
Key in her book, Love and Marriage, 
says: "Few propositions are so lacking 
in proof as that monogamy is the form 
of sexual life which is indispensable to 
the vitality and culture of nations. 
.... Monogamy, which was a custom 
long before the introduction of Chris- 
tianity, became injurious as well as 
beneficial to true sexual morality, from 
the moment the church prescribed it as 
the only form of this morality" (p. 7). 
"Only cohabitation can decide the 
morality of a particular case; in other 
words, its power to enhance the life of 
the individuals who are living together 
and that of the race. This sanction 
can never be granted in advance nor, 
with certain exceptions relating to chil- 
dren, can it be denied to any matri- 
monial relationship. Each fresh couple, 
whatever form they may choose for 
their cohabitation, must themselves 
prove its moral claim" (p. 17). "The 
solution can only be this, that we not 
only assert love's freedom to unite 
without external tie, but also man's 
right more fully than at present to 
loosen the tie, when real union is no 
longer possible" (p. 347). 

The underlying claim made by this 
school of social philosophers is that erotic 
love is the sole moral ground of marriage; 
that when love dies down or out, either 



or both parties are morally bound to 
separate and remarry if some new affin- 
ity swings into the ken of the disap- 
pointed spouse. Marriage is thus con- 
ceived as a matter of unfettered choice. 
It has not the dignity of even a legal 
contract, much less any sacramental 
quality entailing the idea of a life-long 
union. One wonders if some of these 
radical theorists would themselves make 
the actual ventures in society they 
champion for others. Or, still more 
startling, if this glorification of the 
erotic note in marriage were the con- 
trolling principle, what would become 
of society as a whole ? That love, 
erotic love, is the basis of the marital 
relation may be granted, but to posit 
it as the sole moral basis of marriage 
is to eliminate the highest and most 
spiritual factors of personality and give 
encouragement to a selfish emotionalism 
which turns to fresh pastures whenever 
some alluring personality calls louder 
than one's present mate. Erotic love 
needs a curb, a higher law than sexual 
affinity. If the man and woman were 
the only persons concerned in a marriage, 
then free divorce would be the logical 
sequel of "free love," but there is a 
third party in every such situation which 
must be considered and consulted before 
the bond can be safely broken, i.e., 
society — -society organized as the state. 
The dependent, distracted children of 
such a union, and the influence of such 
leasehold marriage upon others must be 
reckoned with. This preachment of 
"the new morality" has reached our 
own libraries and lecture platforms in 
America and must be met and answered 
by a race experience and the wisdom 
of ethical teachers whose balanced 



DIVORCE AND SOCIAL WELFARE 



39 



vision and personal self-control fit them 
to be the real prophets of the present 
and the future. The claim of the deter- 
ministic school that men and women are 
not responsible for their passions and 
their gratification will not stand justified 
before the bar of common-sense. 

Here and there some hysterical soul 
is found in revolt against our divorce 
laws because they are "man-made" — 
meaning that they were framed by 
persons who happened to be men, imply- 
ing that justice is impossible so long 
as men write statutes, and revealing 
that sex antagonism which threatens to 
make of the militant suffragette move- 
ment a crazy fiasco, degrading the 
worthy movement of the enfranchise- 
ment of woman. This is feminism run 
to hopeless hysteria. 

The underlying cause of divorce in 
many countries is the complete seculari- 
zation of life. The loss of religious faith 
and the consequent decline in spirit- 
ual ideals have combined to release 
that pagan attitude toward all life 
which sleeps but is never quite con- 
quered in the human mind and soul. 
We are now reaping the aftermath of 
late nineteenth-century materialism. 
Here and there a leader of thought, 
many men whose science stopped with 
physical phenomena, and thousands of 
the working classes benumbed with 
toil and isolated from the church, have 
preached and practiced a purely animal 
— a "hog philosophy," as Carlyle would 
say, ana the sense of any spiritual 
quality or divine authority in marriage 
has been entirely lost for them. Secu- 
larism has ridiculed the church and 
taken all authority into its own hands 
in this matter of marriage. Life has 



had its revenge, for we cannot evacuate 
life of spiritual ideals and religious 
sanctions and preserve social peace 
and happiness. Moral faiths in mar- 
riage as elsewhere must be based on 
spiritual convictions. Spiritual convic- 
tions are justified only on the basis of 
some spiritual object and authority. 
When the belief that a pure and holy 
Person is the primal creative force — the 
divine authority in all morals and 
religion — perishes in a human heart, 
then it is ready for any revolt against 
any institution which declares: Thou 
shalt not kill, or Thou shalt not commit 
adultery. It is noteworthy that such 
is the situation today in many lives; 
not that the religious sense has perished, 
but that the religious sanction has 
grown pale and inoperative as a con- 
trolling force in social life. Marriage 
has become for a great part of society a 
purely secular affair, unrelated in any 
way to God, religion, or divine law. 
Christianity is a conservative force. 
It does hold aloft a high ideal of mar- 
riage. The beastly side of human 
nature is in revolt against the restric- 
tions to divorce laid down by Jesus. 
When therefore the spiritual sense is 
blunted and a man or woman is in hot 
revolt, all strictures become odious and 
the higher moral status is sacrificed to 
animal passions. The laws that man 
makes he can modify or break with slight 
compunction. Only when laws are 
based in the eternal nature of God do 
they command and control a man seek- 
ing to make his happiness the para- 
mount concern of his life. If I believed 
that this secular, materialistic concep- 
tion of life would go on increasing, then 
any hope of checking the growth of the 
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divorce evil would perish forever. But 
I believe there shall be a return to the 
spiritual, religious point of view on the 
part of the children of present apostates 
from Christ's attitude toward divorce. 
Indeed, apart from the church, leaders 
of thought are arising who, disclaiming 
all allegiance to theology and organized 
religion, are preaching an ideal of mar- 
riage which is as spiritual and rigid in 
its demands for self-discipline and devo- 
tion as we find even within the Roman 
Catholic church. Just now I have in 
mind the book of Dr. F. W. Foerster, 
special lecturer in ethics and psychology 
at the University of Zurich. In his 
work, Marriage and the Sex Problem, 
there is sounded a note of warning and 
recall to a stern and fine ideal of per- 
sonal control in the marriage relation. 
This keen student of life and history 
makes plain that freedom without 
authority means anarchy in all social 
life, that love without law is license, 
that the material and erotic side of 
marriage breeds only weakness and dis- 
gust unless balanced by an unselfish 
and spiritual ideal of the relationship. 
It strikes one oddly to see a chapter 
headed "The Indispensability of the 
Ascetic Ideal" in a book written from 
the standpoint of a psychologist and 
social philosopher. Though these oc- 
casional voices are a source of hope 
and rejoicing to us who are seeking 
to create a higher point of view than 
naturalism, there are other vital cor- 
rectives of the present tendency to loose 
divorce which we must now consider 
if any radical check is to be given to 
our slipshod methods of dealing with 
the situation. 



Needed Remedies for Divorce 

First in the order of our considera- 
tion of remedial reforms is placed uni- 
form marriage and divorce laws. If in 
America we had to deal with one central 
legal authority, many of our political, 
industrial, and domestic problems would 
be much more readily solved. But so 
long as we have forty-eight independent 
commonwealths jealous of state pre- 
rogatives and historically the creators 
and custodians of the laws most inti- 
mately touching the life of the people, 
our legal problem becomes much more 
complex. It is perfectly apparent that 
so long as there are a dozen different 
points of view concerning the eligibility 
of parties to matrimony and thirty 
different points of view as to grounds of 
a valid divorce, men and women may slip 
out of their own state and find some 
Gretna Green and blinking official to 
furnish a license to wed, and then after 
six months of dissolving bliss they may 
escape to still another state and after 
the brief residence of one or of both, 
find a pliant court to find justification 
for the dissolution of their lightly worn 
bondage. To begin with, if the marriage 
laws of all our states demanded a publi- 
cation of the banns or the printing of the 
application for a marriage license at 
least one month before the proposed 
ceremony, it would give the youthful 
ardent couple a chance to cool to the 
point of rationality and the parents an 
opportunity to recall the family record 
of births and gauge the suitability of the 
maid or man for wife and husband. 
One-half of the nation's divorces would 
be prevented if the hasty, indiscreet, 
clandestine marriages were eliminated. 
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The legal demand for one month's 
public announcement of intention to 
marry would be a great deterrent to 
such precipitancy and fraud. The old- 
fashioned reading of the banns from the 
pulpit prevented many a bitter life- 
mistake and gave dignity to the engage- 
ment to marry. Something of the same 
publicity, using the daily press as the 
pulpit for such proposed marriages, 
would work a beneficent revolution in 
hasty marriages « which so frequently 
end in the divorce court. 

Uniform divorce laws are still more 
necessary in order to check the volume 
of divorces in the United States. The 
Committee on Resolutions of the Di- 
vorce Congress which met in Washing- 
ton, D.C., and Philadelphia in 1906, 
drafted the following law so far as relates 
to jurisdiction: 

All suits for divorce should be brought 
and prosecuted only in the state where the 
plaintiff or the defendant had a bona fide 
residence. 

When the courts are given cognizance of 
suits where the defendant was domiciled in a 
foreign jurisdiction at the time the cause of 
complaint arose, it should be insisted that 
relief by absolute divorce will not be given 
unless the cause of divorce was included 
among those recognized in such foreign 
domicile. 

Where jurisdiction for absolute divorce 
depends upon the residence of the defendant, 
not less than two years' residence should be 
required on the part of the defendant who 
has changed his or her state domicile since 
the cause of divorce arose. 

Each state should adopt a statute 
embodying the principle contained in the 
Massachusetts act, which is as follows: "If 
an inhabitant of this commonwealth goes 
into another state or country to obtain a 
divorce for a cause which occurred here 



while the parties resided here, or for a cause 
which would not authorize a divorce by the 
laws of this commonwealth, a divorce so 
obtained shall be of no force or effect in this 
commonwealth . " 

There are two reflections in the con- 
sideration of divorce decrees which it 
is well to recall. The first is made by 
George Walter Smith, Esq., of the Phila- 
delphia bar, who said, in an address 
given before the Ohio Bar Association in 
1909: "The status of matrimony may 
be stripped of its incidents by the muni- 
cipal law, but no decree of any court 
or act of legislature can restore the 
natural status of one who has been 
married to that of one who never has 
been married. Life is full of finalities 
and, as has been finely said, there is 
something tragic in everything that is 
final." It is well also to reiterate the 
testimony given in the majority report 
of the Divorce Commission of England 
made last year: "No witness has been 
able to tell us of a country where, as the 
result of greater facility for the dissolu- 
tion of marriage, public morality has 
been promoted, the ties of the family, 
of husband and wife, of parents and 
children have been strengthened and 
home life has been made purer and more 
settled." 

I place as the next corrective of the 
divorce movement a single standard of 
sex morality for men and women. The 
dual standard of sex morality bases 
itself in the ages when physical might, 
together with a sense of ownership of 
the wife, were the dominant factors in 
marriage. Men claimed sexual license 
just because they were men with a 
man's prerogative to rule, make laws, 
and capture prey. Men may be more 
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impulsive and aggressive in their sexual 
nature than women, but the whole 
movement of Christian civilization has 
been in the emergence of the rational 
and moral control of the instinctive 
passions. A new day has dawned in 
thought and life of mankind, and now we 
talk of fallen men as well as of fallen 
women. A truer physiology and scien- 
tific therapeutics have exploded the old 
ideas of innocuous premarital indul- 
gence and the nature of the diseases 
consequent upon vice. Good men de- 
mand of themselves the same standard 
of chastity that they expect from a 
future wife. Let good men and women 
also demand of others that both sexes 
be tried by the same single standard 
of purity. If, in social circles, the roue 
and the tainted applicants for the hands 
of our daughters were refused the hand- 
shake and social recognition they crave, 
they would quickly wake up to their real 
character and condition and amend their 
ways precipitately. A certificate given 
by a reputable physician certifying to 
freedom from venereal diseases on the 
part of the man and woman is a 
legitimate demand to be made by a 
father or clergyman who is requested 
to sanction a marriage. Not until we 
attain to this heroic treatment of our 
male moral defectives can we look for 
any great advance in the movement 
toward marital fidelity and happiness. 
As an aid to the solution of the divorce 
problem Chicago has set the country a 
good example in the establishment of a 
Court of Domestic Relations. A great 
deal of primitive ignorance, pig-headed- 
ness, and ugly circumstance go to 
cause separations between men and 
women once happily married. Suspicion 



breeds suspicion, anger provokes anger, 
and stubborn silence further estrange- 
ment. When a husband and wife have 
reached the breaking-point and resort to 
divorce procedure in an ordinary court, 
their purpose is often achieved. Many 
a time some kindly inquiry and strong, 
frank advice on the part of a judge would 
awaken an intelligent view of the situa- 
tion and arouse the better nature of 
the alienated man and woman. The 
question of publicity in divorce pro- 
cedure has been advocated as a great 
deterrent in checking divorce, but neither 
publicity, which contaminates the public 
mind through a sensational press, nor 
reference of the case to a master can 
have the corrective note which is an 
essential in preventing decree of divorce 
and in securing the reconciliation of 
estranged husbands and wives. After 
all, men and women are but children of 
a larger growth, and the firm, kind hand 
of a court familiar with human weak- 
nesses would save many homes from 
wreck and children from demoralization. 
I am quite sure that much marital 
infidelity prings out of improper hous- 
ing conditions. Where men, women, 
and children are huddled together, two 
or three families to a section of a floor, 
having no privacy in dressing or con- 
veniences of a true home life, breathing 
under-vitalized air, and irritated by the 
friction of uncongenial contacts, the 
moral tone sags, intimacies are forced 
upon girls and women, with a stolid 
recklessness of public opinion, all of 
which prepare the conditions for im- 
moral living. The owners of these 
unfit domiciles should be halted in their 
penurious rentals, and proper space, 
sufficient toilets, and pure air be enforced 
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by city inspection. A certain amount of 
instruction in sex should be given to 
boys and girls by parents and later 
instructors, but after all it is not an 
elaborate physiological knowledge of the 
sex problem, but a fuller general educa- 
tion, the toning-up of the whole per- 
sonality of our youth, which is the crying 
need of the hour. Air space and physio- 
logical charts cannot take the place 
of a vision of purity and a will that can 
say "No" to any solicitation. Just 
now we are forcing a knowledge upon 
young people that is fit only for a 
venereal clinic, when what is needed is 
a sense of shame and devotion to high 
ideals of purity. 

At base, we need a true conception of 
marriage. Instead of considering mar- 
riage as a matter of mere consent, to 
be annulled at the wish of the husband 
or wife, indeed, going beyond the idea 
of a purely legal contract sanctioned and 
annulled by the state, we shall have to 
recover the sacramental conception of 
marriage before any deep and abiding 
improvement is secured. I do not be- 
lieve marriage is technically a religious 
sacrament, but I do believe in the 
sanctity of marriage, that it reaches up 
into a higher spiritual realm than the 
mutual consent of the two immediately 
involved, higher than a human contract 
approved by the state, that in a word it 
has its deepest sanction, its firm founda- 
tion, and highest experiences in the reli- 
gious consecration of two souls whose life 
is given and judged by Almighty God. 
The Roman Catholic church has pre- 
served the right ideal of the marriage 
relation, but has been needlessly severe 
in denying the dissolution of such a rela- 



tion when every sanctity of the relation 
has been blasted by infamous adulteries. 
Christ's dictum on divorce was not 
suggested for legislation, but as the ideal 
and status of the subjects of his Kingdom. 
Let us emulate the Roman Catholic 
ideal but avoid her refusal of any divorce 
and her back-stairs methods in granting 
the annulment of unhappy marriages on 
the grounds of ecclesiastical irregularities. 
Let us exalt the Christian ideal of a lif e- 
long union. Protestantism must not, 
cannot go to the lengths of civil courts in 
the acceptance of causes of divorce and 
the consequent freedom of remarriage. 
Our sympathies may go out to many 
unhappy husbands and wives who are 
mentally and affectionally dissevered, 
but their good and the good of society 
will not be accomplished by quick and 
easy divorce. Many a wounded woman 
and heartbroken husband have re- 
covered the early relation of fellowship 
and trust by a patient, heroic bearing 
of disrupting ills. The discipline of 
temper, mutual burden-bearing, the for- 
giving heart, the self-sacrificial note, are 
the inner necessity of any marital inti- 
macy and domestic life. Not in frivolity 
and the air of coarse jokes, not in a 
defiant spirit of individualism dare 
human souls approach marriage, but 
rightly curbing all selfish animalism and 
pledging souls as well as bodies, let all 
those who enter into this estate enthrone 
their love beside the constant, holy life 
of God. Then the pledged hearts made 
pure and strong by the indwelling Son 
of God shall change the first hot vows 
of youth to a psalm of praise to Him 
who made of twain, one life of faithful, 
deathless love. 



